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APPEAL BRIEF (37 CJA 41 31) 

This brief is in furtherance of the Notice of Appeal, filed in this case on November 9, 2005, 
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HIT AY PAPTV TK 

The real party in interest in this appeal is the following party: 

International Business Machines Corporation of Armonk, New York. 
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RT > |T att?t> appfat a AT^nsrnrPWWTrNrKS 

With respect to other appeals or interferences that will directly affect, or be directly affected 
by, or have a bearing on the Board's decision in the pending appeal, there are no such appeals or 
interferences. 
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fiTATTTft rwr CLAIMS 

A. TOTAL NUMBER OF CLAIMS IN APPLICATION 

Claims in the application are: 1-39. 

B. STATUS OF ALL THE CLAIMS IN APPLICATION 

1, Claims canceled: none. 

2. Claims withdrawn from consideration but not canceled: none. 
3- Claims pending: 1-39. 

4. Claims allowed: none. 

5. Claims rejected: 1-39. 

6. Claims objected to: none. 

C. CLAIMS ON APPEAL 

The claims on appeal are: 1-39, 
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An amendment after Final Rejection was not filed. Therefore, claims 1-39 on appeal 
herein are as amended in the Response to Office Action dated June 14, 2005. 
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^TTMivf ahv rar CLAIMED STTRTFCT MATTER 

A. CLAIM 1 - INDEPENDENT 

The subject matter of claim 1 is directed to a method in a data processing system (Figures 
1-3 and associated text on page 9, line 29 - page 15, line 3) for generating a generic compilation 
interface (page 6, lines 8-10), from a first object-oriented software package (page 6, lines 10-12). 
All public classes included in the first object-oriented software package are identified (page 6, 
lines 12-14). All of the public entities included in each of the public classes are identified (page 
6, lines 15-17). All references to software that is defined in a second object-oriented software 
package are removed from the public entities included in each of the public classes (page 6, lines 
25-27). An equivalent public class for each of the identified public classes is generated and the 
equivalent public class includes equivalent public entities that include no references to the 
software defined in the second object-oriented software package (page 6, lines 27-3 1). Each of 
the equivalent public classes are compiled (page 7, lines 5-7) and a compilation interface for the 
first object-oriented software package includes each of the compiled equivalent public classes 
(page 7, lines 7-10). 

B. CLAIM 14 - INDEPENDENT 

Independent method claim 1 is representative of independent apparatus claim 14. As a 
result, the claimed subject matter of independent claim 14 is found m the same locations as claim 
1 as laid out above. In addition, the 5 'means for** performing each of the features of claim 14 may 
be found in Figures 1-3 and the associated text on page 9, line 29 - page 15, line 3. 

C CLAIM 27 - INDEPENDENT 

Independent method claim 1 is representative of independent computer program product 
claim 27. As a result, the claimed subject matter of independent claim 27 is found in the same 
locations as claim 1 as laid out above. In addition, the "instruction means" for performing each 
of the features of claim 27 may be found on page 17, lines 10-13. 
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rmnTTTsmB p y,n?^niv m TMrvraWFn ON APPE AT , 

A- GROUND OF RE JECTION 1 (Claims 1, 2, 4-7, 9-15, 17-20, 22-28, 30-33, and 35-39) 

Claims 1, 2, 4-7, 9-15, 17-20, 22-28, 30-33, and 35-39 stand rejected under 35 U.S.C. § 
103(a) as being unpatentable over Krishna et al., U.S. Patent Publication No. 2003/0051233 Al 
in view of Dale Green, Trail: The Reflection API The Java Tutorial (Nov. 27, 1999) 
<3ittp://java.sim.coin/docs/lx^^ 

B. GROUND OF REJECTION 2 (Dependent Claims 3, 16, and 29) 

Dependent claims 3, 16, and 29 stand rejected under 35 U.S.C. § 103(a) as being 
unpatentable over Krishna et al., U.S. Patent Publication No. 2003/0051233 Al in view of Dale 
Green, Trail: The Reflection API, The Java Tutorial (Nov. 27, 1999) 

<http^/java.sun.com/docs/boo]ts/mtorial/reflect/^ and further in view of Evans et al., U.S. Patent 
No. 6,836,884 Bl. 

C. GROUND OF REJECTION 3 (Dependent Claims 8, 21, and 34) 

Dependent claims 8, 21, and 34 stand rejected under 35 U.S.C. § 103(a) as being 
unpatentable over Krishna et al., U.S. Patent Publication No. 2003/0051233 Al in view of Dale 
Green, Trail: The Reflection API, The Java Tutorial (Nov. 27, 1999) 
<ittp://java.sunxoin/docs/^ook^/mtorial/reflect/> and further in view of obviousness. 
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ATtfilTMFiNT 

A* GROUND OF REJECTION 1 (Claims 1, 2, 4-7, 9-15, 17^20, 22-28, 30-33, and 35-39) 

The Examiner rejected claims 1, 2, 4-7, 9-15, 17-20, 22-28, 30-33, and 35-39 under 35 
US.C. § 103(a) as being unpatentable over Krishna et al., U.S. Patent Publication No. 
200370051233 Al ("Krishna'*) in view of Dale Green, Trail: The Reflection API, The Java 
Tutorial (Nov. 27 t 1999) <http://java.sun.co^ ("Green' 1 )- This 

rejection is respectfully traversed. 

The Examiner hears the burden of establishing iprima facie case of obviousness based 
on the prior art when rejecting claims under 35 U.S.C. § 103. In re FritcK 972 F.2d 1260, 23 
U.SP.Q.2d 1780 (Fed, Cir. 1992). For an invention to be prima facie obvious, the prior art must 
teach or suggest all claim limitations. In re Royka, 490 F.2d 981, 180 USPQ 580 (CCPA 1974). 
In this case, the Examiner has not met this burden because all of the features of these claims are 
not found in the cited references as believed by the Examiner. Therefore, the combination of 
Krishna and Green would not n?ach the presently claimed invention recited in these claims. 

Independent method claim 1 of the present invention, which is representative of 
independent apparatus claim 14 and independent computer program product claim 27, reads as 
follows: 

1 , A method in a data processing system for generating a generic compilation 
interface, from a first objectoriented software package, said method 
comprising the steps of; 

identifying all public classes included in said first object-oriented software 
package; 

for each of said public classes, identifying all public entities included in 
each of said public classes; 

removing all references to software that is defined in a second object- 
oriented software package from said public entities included in each of said 
public classes; 

generating an equivalent public class for each of said identified public 
classes, said equivalent public class including equivalent public entities that 
include no references to said software defined in said second object-oriented 
software package; 

compiling each of said equivalent public classes; and 
generating a compilation interface for said first object-oriented software 
package including each of said compiled equivalent public classes. 



Appeal Brief Page 8 of 27 
Broussard- 10/042,079 

PAGE 10129 * RCVD AT 1/6/2006 12:37:14 PM [Eastern Standard Time] * SVR:USPTO-EFXRF-6/31 * DNIS:2738300 * CSID:972 385 7766 * DURATION (mm-ss):06-32 



Jan 06 2006' 12J43PM YEE & flSSOGIRTES, F«C« (972J 385-7766 



p« 1 1 



With regard to claim 1, the Examiner states: 

In regard to claim 1, Krishna discloses: 

U A method in a data processing system for generating a generic 
compilation interface from a first object-oriented software 
package, said method comprising the steps of.. " (E.g., see Figure 
7A & Page 2, Paragraph [0025]), wherein the library stubs exclude 
the source code executable statements, but include (generic), 
declarations and interfaces so that the secondary developer can 
compile class files for converting to CAP files, etc (interfile). 

"...removing all references to software that is defined in a second 
software package from said public entities included in each of said 
public classes,,, " (E.g., see Figure 7B & Page 2, Paragraph 
[0025]), wherein the library stubs exclude (remove), the source 
code executable statements (software defined in a second package), 
but include declarations and interfaces so that the secondary 
developer can compile class files, wherein Figure 7B, steps 721- 
734, teach replacing a reference returned with the appropriate 
return type value. 

" . . generating an equivalent public class for each of said 
identified public classes, said equivalent public class including 
equivalent public entities that include no references to said 
software defined in said second package... " (E.g., see Figure 7A & 
7B, steps 737-747 & Page 3, Paragraph [0036]), wherein 
equivalent public class for each of said identified public class are 
generated, wherein . . nnly nnn-privatft (pnhlin) method 
dgnfltnnftg and fi ffiH signatures are neftrinH fnr fifT-flflrH compiling 

a nfl cnnverainTi l ifl fliiffiriemt for gynthptmTing thf. library tttuhs 7.7.0 

(Figure 3)". 

".^compiling each of said equivalent public classes; and 
generating a compilation interface for said first package including 
each of said compiled equivalent public classes.** (E.g., see Figure 
7A & 7B & Page 3, Paragraph [0048]), wherein the pseudo code 
teaches generating (compiling) an equivalent JAR file (Step 747). 

But Krishna does not expressly disclose "...identifying all public classes 
included in said first software package ..." or for each of said public classes, 
identifying all public entities included in each of said public classes ..." However, 
Green discloses: 

"... identifying all public classes included in said first software 
package /^E g-* see "Discovering Class Modifiers" Page 7), 
wherein all public class modifiers are discovered. 
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"... for each of said public classes, identifying all public entities 
included in each of said public classes ..." (E.g„ see "Trail: The 
Reflection API", Page 1, Paragraph 1), wherein all public class 
modifiers are discovered along with their fields, methods and 
variables (entities). 
Krishna and Green are analogous art because they are both concerned 
with the same field of endeavor, namely, using the JAVA language to examine, 
manipulate and work with classes. Therefore, at the time the invention was made, 
it would have been obvious to a person of ordinary skill in the art to combine a 
public class modifiers and their attributes with Krishna's JAVA program for 
interpreting, interfering and compiling. The motivation to do so, is suggested by 
Krishna, "... only non-private method signatures and field signatures are 
needed... for compiling-", (Page 3, Paragraph [0035]), Furthermore, Green 
suggests "...to use the reflection API if you are writing development tools..." 
(Page 1, Paragraph 1). 

Final Office Action dated August 26, 2005, pages 1 1-13. 

Krishna teaches a method for Java 1 * 1 Card application development Krishna, page 1 , 
paragraph 001 9. A first developer writes Java™ Card library source code and compiles the 
library into a package of Java™ Card library classes. Krishna, page 1, paragraph 0019. "If a 
second developer wants to create an applet that uses services of the first developer's applet, the 
first developer provides the source code version of the first applet to the second developer. One 
issue with this process concerns protection of the first developer's intellectual property. That is, 
secrecy of the first developer's source code is jeopardized by distributing it to secondary 
developers." Krishna, page 1, paragraph 0006. Hence, the method as taught by Krishna is 
concerned with protecting the first developer's intellectual property rights in source code that the 
first developer wrote for the Java™ Card library. 

In addition, Krishna teaches that "Java™ Cards do not support dynamic loading of classes. 
Therefore, in order to be suitable for interpretation by the Java™ Virtual Machine, a Java™ Card 
executable must include all elements necessary for on-card interpretation, such as rrn^vrRferences 
lojodfl ™t°M<> th a av <>~.tnhi<, asaff* Krishna, page 1, paragraph 0019. [Emphasis added]. In other 
words, Krishna teaches that the cross-referenced source code is outBide me executable source code 
written by the first developer and must be included within the Java™ Card application in order to 
be suitable for inteipretation by the Java™ Virtual Machine. 

In contrast, the present invention recites in claim 1 generating a generic compilation 
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interface by removing all references to software that is defined in a second object-oriented 
Boftware package. Thus, the present invention removes all references, or cross-references, to any 
other software applications within the generated compilation interface as recited in claim I. 
Krishna instead teaches that cross-references to other software applications must be included in 
the Java™ Card application. Consequently, Krishna does not teach or suggest this claim 1 
feature. 

However, the Examiner cites Krishna, page 2, paragraph 0025, as teaching removing all 
references to software that is defined in a second object-oriented software package recited in 
claim 1. This Examiner-cited passage states that since distribution of the Java™ Card library 
source code poses an unacceptable risk to the first developer's intellectual property rights in the 
source code written by the first developer, a set of library stubs are derived manually by the first 
developer from the Java™ Card library source code and provided to the second developer as part 
of distributed information. The library stubs exclude the Java™ Card library source code 
executable statements, but includes declarations and interfaces of the source code so that the 
secondary developer can compile class files. Krishna, page 2, paragraph 0025. 

The source code executable statements mentioned in the passage from Krishna above 
refers to source code written by the first developer that the first developer has intellectual 
property rights to. m other words, Krishna teaches that the first developer manually excludes all 
source code written by the first developer from the library stub to protect intellectual property 
rights, while leaving all other statements, including declarations and interfaces, within tbe library 
stub for the second developer to build upon. As shown above, Krishna teaches that the cross- 
referenced source code is considered outside the executable statements written by the first 
developer and is not removed or excluded from foe library stub. In fact, Krishna teaches that all 
cross-references must be included within the Java™ Card application in order for it to function 
within the Java™ Virtual Machine, which provides the environment for the Java™ Card 
application to perform its tasks. Krishna makes no reference to removing all references to 
software that is defined in a second object-oriented software package as is recited in claim 1. 
Further, Krishna does not suggest foe desirability of, or foe motivation for, removing all other 
software applications source code references. 

In addition, removing all references to software that is defined in a second object-oriented 
software package to generate a generic compilation interface as recited in claim 1 is 
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distinguishable from manually removing executable source code to protect intellectual property 
rights of the first developer as taught by Krishna. Further, Krishna teaches updating the import 
list if the field type refers to a class not in the package. Krishna, Figure 7A, line 7l8,bolow» 



79t PSneaadwanto | 

794 mfofM*P<!t^*^te*m)^*s&h^ 



1Q& } 
7W 

707 ForsseblDBJtetobepawsM 

710 tfsffis^tfKlQrtSSi 

set (WCC JWMSWEO ( 

713 

717 J 

71& updsttfe^iait^^fa^teac^ 

71» J 



FIG. 7A 

In other words, Krishna teaches updating the integrated development environment's (IDE) import 
list to include references to a class of objects not contained within the executable source code 
package. The IDE, or export file, which contains non-intellectual property distributed information 
from the first developer, is sent to the second developer. Krishna, page 2, paragraph 0030 and 
Figure 3 . As shown above, this non-intellectual property distributed information contained in the 
IDE must include cross-references to other source code "outside the executable itself' in order for 
the Java™ Virtual Machine to interpret the Java™ Card application properly as taught by Krishna, 
whereas, the present invention removes all references to software that is defined in a second 
object-oriented software package as recited in claim 1 . 

Furthermore, aa shown in Figure 7B below, Krishna teaches that the stub generator 
processes any method that is not overridden by creating a method header with the right signature 
and access condition, setting the method name to correspond to the class name if the method is a 
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constructor method, setting the return type as the return value if the method returns a reference, 
and creating information from an Exceptions attribute if the method has an Exceptions attribute. 
Krishna, page 3, paragraph 0048 - page 4, paragraph 0049. 



no 
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F/G, 7fi 

In lines 726-729 of Figure 7B above, Krishna determines if the method returns a reference. If so, 
the return value is set to return a null object Otherwise, the return value is set to 0 and the return 
value is cast to match the method's return type. Thus, if the return type of the method is an 
integer, the return value of 0 is cast to an integer. However, the return value is merely a return 
object, which is either a null object or an integer object. The return value is not a reference to 
software defined in a second software object-oriented software package. 

Moreover, Krishna teaches in line 735 of Figure 7B, that the import list is updated to refer 
to classes that are not in the software package if the method return or if the argument type refers 
to classes that are not in the software package, whereas claim 1 recites removing references to 
software defined in a second software. Thus, instead of removing the reference to software that 
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is outside Hie software package, Krishna updates the import list to include a reference to software 
that is outside the package in the import list Therefore, Krishna does not teach or suggest 
removing all references to software that is defined in a second object-oriented software package 
from the public entities included in each of the public classes as recited in claim 1 of the present 
invention. 

Green fails to cure the deficiencies of Krishna. With regard to the Green prior art 
reference, the Examiner states: 

In regard to Applicants' argument that Green does not teach or suggest 
removing all references to software that is defined in a second object-oriented 
software package (Page 18 of 23, last paragraph), it is noted that Green is not 
relied upon in the previous office action to teach removing all references to 
software that is defined in a second object-oriented software package. 

Final Office Action dated August 8, 2005, page 8. 

Green teaches a reflection application programming interface (API) that represents "classes, 
interfaces, and objects in the current Java™ Virtual Machine." Green, page 1, paragraph 1, By 
using the API, a user may "determine the class of an object, get information about the class's 
modifiers, fields, methods, constructors, and superclasses, find out what constants and method 
declarations belong to the interface, create an instance of a class whose name is unknown until 
runtime, get and set the value of an object's field even if the field name is unknown until 
runtime, invoke a method on an object that is unknown until runtime and create a new array, 
whose size and component type are not known until runtime and modify the array's 
components." Green, page 1 , paragraph 1 , 

While Green provides the capability of invoking a method on an object that is unknown 
until runtime, Green does not teach or suggest removing all references to software that is defined 
in a second object-oriented software package as recited in claim 1. As Green merely invokes a 
method of a class, Green does not remove references that refer to a second object-oriented 
software package from the class. Therefore, Green also does not teach or suggest this recited 
claim 1 feature of the present invention. 

Because Krishna and Green do not teach or suggest removing all references to software 
that is defined in a second object-oriented software package as recited in independent claims 1 , 
14, and 27, the combination of Krishna and Green cannot teach or suggest this recited feature. 
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Thus, Krishna and Green do not teach or suggest all features recited in claims 1, 14, and 27 of the 
present invention. Accordingly, the rejection of independent claims 1, 14, and 27 as being 
unpatentable over Krishna in view of Green has been overcome. 

Li view of the arguments above, independent claims 1, 14, and 27 are in condition for 
allowance. Claims 2, 4-7, 9-13, 15, 17-20, 22-26, 28, 30-33, and 35-39 are dependent claims 
depending on independent claims 1, 14, and 27, respectively. Consequently, claims 2, 4-7, 9-13, 
1 5, 17-20, 22-26, 28, 30-33, and 35-39 also are allowable, at least by virtue of their dependence on 
allowable claims. 

B, GROUND OF REJECTION 2 (Dependent Claims 3, 16, and 29) 

The Examiner rejected dependent claims 3, 16, and 29 under 35 U.S.C. § 103(a) as being 
unpatentable over Krishna in view of Green and Anther in view of Evans et al., U.S. Patent No. 
6,836,884 Bl ("Evans"). This rejection is respect&Uy traversed. 

As shown in Section A above, neither Krishna nor Green teach or suggest all the features 
recited in independent claims 1, 14, and 27 of the present invention- In particular, Krishna and 
Green do not teach or suggest removing all references to software that is defined in a second 
object-oriented software package as recited in independent claims 1, 14, and 27. This feature 
also is not taught or suggested by Evans, 

Therefore, because Krishna, Green, and Evans do not teach or suggest removing all 
references to software that is defined in a second object-oriented software package as recited in 
independent claims 1, 14, and 27, the combination of Krishna, Green, and Evans cannot teach or 
suggest this recited feature. As a result, dependent claims 3, 16, and 29 of the current invention 
also are allowable at least by virtue of their dependence upon allowable claims. Accordingly, the 
rejection of claims 3, 16, and 29 as being unpatentable over Krishna in view of Green and further 
in view of Evans has been overcome. 



> 



C. GROUND OF REJECTION 3 (Dependent Claims 8, 21, and 34) 

The Examiner rejected dependent claims 8, 21, and 34 under 35 U.S.C. § 103(a) as being 
unpatentable over Krishna in view of Green and further in view of obviousness. This rejection is 
respectfully traversed. 

As shown in Section A above, neither Krishna nor Green teach or suggest all the features 
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recited in independent claims 1, 14, and 27 of the present invention. In particular, Krishna and 
Green do not teach or suggest removing all references to software that is defined in a second 
object-oriented software package as recited in independent claims 1, 14, and 27. This feature 
also is not obvious. 

Therefore, because neither Krishna nor Green teach or suggest removing all references to 
software that is defined in a second object-oriented software package as recited in independent 
claims 1, 14, and 27, the combination of Krishna, Green, and obviousness cannot teach or 
suggest this recited feature. As a result, claims 8, 21, and 34 of the current invention also are 
allowable at least by virtue of their dependence upon allowable claims. Accordingly, the 
rejection of claims 8, 21, and 34 as being unpatentable over Krishna in view of Green and further 
in view of obviousness has been overcome. 
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The text of the claims involved in the appeal are: 

1 . A method in a data processing system for generating a generic compilation interface, 
from a first object-oriented software package, said method comprising the steps of: 

identifying all public classes included in said first object-oriented software package; 
for each of said public classes, identifying all public entities included in each of said 
public classes; 

removing all references to software that is defined in a second object-oriented software 
package from said public entities included in each of said public classes; 

generating an equivalent public class for each of said identified public classes, said 
equivalent public class including equivalent public entities that include no references to said 
software defined in said second object-oriented software package; 

compiling each of said equivalent public classes; and 

generating a compilation interface for said first object-oriented software package 
including each of said compiled equivalent public classes. 

2. The method according to claim 1, wherein said step of identifying all public entities 
included in each of said public classes further comprises the step of identifying all entities 
included in each of said public classes that include a public modifier. 
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3. The method according to claim 1 , further comprising the steps of: 
determining whether each of said entities includes a native attribute; 

in response to a determination that each of said entities includes a native attribute, 
removing said native attribute from each of said entities; and 

generating equivalent entities that include no native attributes. 

4. The method according to claim 1 , wherein the step of identifying all public entities 
included in each of said public classes further comprises the step of identifying all public 
methods included in each of said public classes. 

5. The method according to claim 1 > wherein the step of identifying all public entities 
included in each of said public classes further comprises the step of identifying all public 
parameters included in each of said public classes. 

6. The method according to claim 1, wherein the step of identifying all public entities 
included in each of said public classes further comprises the step of identifying all public fields 
included in each of said public classes. 

7. The method according to claim 1, wherein said step of identifying all public classes 
included in said first object-oriented software package further comprises the step of identifying 
all public classes included in a lava Archive file. 

8. The method according to claim 1, wherein the step of identifying all public classes 
included in said first object-oriented software package further comprises the step of identifying 
all public classes included in said first objectroriented software package utilizing a javautiljar 
utility. 
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9. The method according to claim 1, wherein the step of for each of said public classes, 
identifying all public entities included in each of said public classes further comprises the step of 
for each of said public classes, identifying all public entities included in each of said public 
classes utilizing Java Reflection. 

10. The method according to claim 1 , wherein said step of generating an equivalent public 
olass for each of said identified public classes further comprises the step of generating a separate 
Java file for each of said identified public classes. 

1 1. The method according to claim 10, wherein said step of compiling each of said equivalent 
public classes further comprises the step of compiling each said Java file. 

12. The method according to claim 1 1 , wherein said step of generating a compilation 
inter&ce for said first object-oriented software package including each of said compiled 
equivalent public classes further comprises the steps of: 

generating a compilation Java Archive file; and 

storing each said compiled Java file in said compilation Java Archive file. 

1 3 . The method according to claim 1 , further comprising the step of utilizing said 
compilation interface within an Integrated Development Environment. 
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14. A data processing system for generating a generic compilation interface ftom a first 
object-oriented software package, said system comprising: 

means for identifying all public classes included in said first object-oriented software 

package; 

means for each of said public classes, for identifying all public entities included in each 

of said public classes; 

means for removing all references to software defined in a second object-oriented 
software package fiorn said public entities included in each of said public classes; 

means for generating an equivalent public class for each of said identified public classes, 
said equivalent public class including equivalent public entities that include no references to said 
software defined in said second object-oriented software package; 

means for compiling each of said equivalent public classes; and 

means for generating a compilation interface for said first object-oriented software 
package including each of said compiled equivalent public classes. 

15. The system according to claim 14, wherein said means for identifying all public entities 
included in each of said public classes further comprises means for identifying all entities 
included in each of said public classes that include a public modifier. 

16. The system according to claim 14, ftirther comprising: 

means for determining whether each of said entities includes a native attribute; 
in response to a determination that each of said entities includes a native attribute, means 
for removing said native attribute from each of said entities; and 

means for generating equivalent entities that include no native attributes. 
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17. The system according to claim 14, wherein said means for identifying all public entities 
included in each of said public classes further comprises means for identifying all public methods 
included in each of said public classes. 

1 8. The system according to claim 14, wherein said means for identifying all public entities 
included in each of said public classes further comprises means for identifying all public 
parameters included in each of said public classes. 

1 9. The system according to claim 14 § wherein said means for identifying all public entities 
included in each of said public classes further comprises means for identifying all public fields 
included in each of said public classes. 

20. The system according to claim 14, wherein said means for identifying all public classes 
included in said first object-oriented software package further comprises means for identifying all 
public classes included in a Java Archive file* 

21 . The system according to claim 14, wherein said means for identifying all public classes 
included in said first object-oriented software package further comprises means for identifying all 
public classes included in said first object-oriented software package utilizing a java-util.jar 
utility. 

22. The system according to claim 1 4, wherein said means for each of said public classes, for 
identifying all public entities included in each of said public classes further comprises means for 
each of said public classes, for identifying all public entities included in each of said public 
classes utilizing Java Reflection. 
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23. The system according to claim 14, wherein said means for generating an equivalent 
public class for each of said identified public classes further comprises means for generating a 
separate .java file for each of said identified puhlic classes. 

24. The system according to claim 23, wherein said means for compiling each of said 
equivalent public classes further comprises means for compiling each said .j ava file. 

25. The system according to claim 24 f wherein said means for generating a compilation 
interface for said first object-oriented software package including each of said compiled 
equivalent public classes further comprises: 

means for generating a compilation Java Archive file; and 

means for storing each said compiled Java file in said compilation Java Archive file. 

26. The system according to claim 14, further comprising means for utilizing said 
compilation interface within an Integrated Development Environment 

27. A computer program product in a data processing system for generating a generic 
compilation interface from a first object-oriented software package, said computer program 
product comprising; 

instruction means for identifying all public classes included in said first object-oriented 
software package; 

instruction means for each of said public classes, for identifying all public entities 
included in each of said public classes; 

instruction means for removing all references to software defined in a second software 
object-oriented software package from said public entities included in each of said public classes; 
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instruction means for generating an equivalent public class for each of said identified 
public classes, said equivalent public class including equivalent public entities that include no 
references to said software defined in said second object-oriented software package; 
instruction means for compiling each of said equivalent public classes; and 
instruction means for generating a compilation interface for said first object-oriented 
software package including each of said compiled equivalent public classes. 

28. The product according to claim 27, wherein said instruction means for identifying all 
public entities included in each of said public classes further comprises instruction means for 
identifying all entities included in each of said public classes that include a public modifier. 

29. The product according to claim 27, further comprising: 

instruction means for determining whether each of said entities includes a native attribute; 
instruction means in response to a determination that each of said entities includes a 
native attribute, for removing said native attribute from each of said entities; and 

instruction means for generating equivalent entities that include no native attributes. 

30. The product according to claim 27, wherein said instruction means for identifying all 
public entities included in each of said public classes further comprises instruction means for 
identifying all public methods included in each of said public classes. 

31. The product according to claim 27, wherein said instruction means for identifying all 
public entities included in each of said public classes further comprises instruction means for 
identifying all public parameters included in each of said public classes. 
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32. The product according to claim 27, wherein said instruction means for identifying all 
public entities included in each of said public classes further comprises instruction means for 
identifying all public fields included in each of Baid public classes. 

33. The product according to claim 27, wherein said instruction means for Identifying all 
public classes included in said first object-oriented software package further comprises 
instruction means for identifying all public classes included in a Java Archive file. 

34. The product according to claim 27, wherein said instruction means for identifying all 
public classes included in said first object-oriented software package further comprises 
instruction means for identifying all public classes included in said first object-oriented software 
package utilizing a java.util.jar utility. 

35. The product according to claim 27, wherein said instruction means for each of said public 
classes, for identifying all pubhc entities included in each of said public classes further comprises 
instruction means for each of said public classes, for identifying all public entities included in 
each of said public classes utilizing Java Reflection. 

36. The product according to claim 27, wherein said instruction, means for generating an 
equivalent public class for each of Baid identified public classes further comprises instruction 
means for generating a separate Java file for each of said identified public classes. 

37. The product according to claim 36, wherein said instruction means for compiling each of 
said equivalent public classes further comprises instruction means for compiling each said Java 
file. 
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38. The product according to claim 37, wherein said instruction means for generating a 
compilation interface for said first object-oriented software package including each of said 
compiled equivalent public classes further comprises: 

instruction means for generating a compilation Java Archive file; and 
instruction means for storing each said compiled .java file in said compilation Java 
Archive file. 

39. The product according to claim 27, further comprising instruction means for utilizing said 
compilation interface within an Integrated Development Environment. 
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There is no evidence to be presented. 
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There are no related proceedings. 
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